
Michael Conaln To fhampton@fec.gov 

cc 
11/10/2010 03:15 PM 

bcc 
Subject MUR6414 Response from Convin, Dillon and Arengo 

Ms. Hampton, 
Attached please find the response by Michael Corwin, Jeannme Dillon and Victor Arango 

along with attachments (exhibits). Please let me know if you need anything else at all from us or 
if you have any questions. I can be reached at . Thank you for your assistance, 
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O Down these mean streets a man must go who is not himself mean, who is neither tarnished 
^ nor ofraid The detective must be a complete man and a common man and yet an unusual 
^ man. He must be, to use a rather weathered phrase, a man of honor. He talks as the man of 

his age talks, that is, wiUt rude wit, a lively sense of the grotesque, a disgust for sham, and a 
contempt for pettiness.'Rie^mond Chandler 
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November 10,2010 

Ms. Frankie D. Hampton 
Federal Election Commission « 
999 "E" Street NW ^ S ogso 
Washington, DC 20463 PI 5 S'^m 

Confidential via Email Transmission ^ =K O^^O 

RE: Case#MUR6414 
Response to Complaint by Edward R. Martin, Jr. 

Dear Ms. Hampton: 

This is die response submitted by Michael Corwin, Jeannine Dillon and Victor Arango 
to the complaint filed by Edward R. Martin, Jr. The complaint filed by Mr. Martin is 
without merit and should be dismissed. 

BsckffTOund 

TheRealEdMartin.com is an investigative website that documents, through publicly 
available information, Ed Martin's time as a member of the Archdiocese of St. Louis 
Curia as it related to the pedophile priest scandal tiiat engulfed that Archdiocese. The 
Curia consists of "r̂ ose institutions and persons which assist the bishop in the 
fovemance of the whole diocese, especially in fuidin^ pastoral action, in carinf for, the 
administration of the diocese and in exercising judicial power. (Canon 469 Emphasis 
Added). Members of this Archdiocesan board peifoim their administrative.fimctions 
under an oath of secrecy (that appears to have taken precedent over Ed Martin's oath of 
allegiance to the US Constitution and state law as an officer of ttie court) that cannot be 
broken except under the direction of the Archbishĉ . (Canon 471). Ed Martin was a 
member of the Curia from 1998-2001. 

FEC Regulations Govemin̂ ^ TheRealEdMartin.com 

TheRealEdMartin.com was created by two individuals, Michael Corwin and Jeannine 
Dillon, m the exercise of their first amendment rights. The website, which is accessible to 
the public for fiee and the companion video distributed both on the website and on 
YouTube, a free public Internet video download website, per Titie II, Chapter I, Section 
100.26 are QQt classified as a form of general public advertismg. "The term gaiend 
public political advertising shall not inelnde communiealions over the hOemet, exead 
for communications oUsped for a fee on anatkertienoH *s Web site." (Emphasis Added). 

Internet eonmumications are the only means of communication specifically exempted 
firom the dofuiition of public comnnnication. All ottier forms of communication as 
identified in Sec. 100.26 inchjding broadcast, cable, or satellite communication. 



newspaper, magazine, outdoor advertising facility, mass mailing, or telephone bank to the 
general public are specifically identified as a public communication. 

In order for any communication to be "coordinated**, the FEC (in it's Coordinated 
Communications and Independent Expenditures Brochure) established a three-prong 
coordination test. **AB thrw nrones of the tmt- navment, content and candMct- nniat 
be met for a aimunimicatian taAe deemed gî Ŷ fâ tyl̂ and ihiia anJiiAind 
contribution." In order for the content prong to be met the conununicaiion must be a 
nublic communication and nubliclv broadcast communication as defined bv SEC 100:26. 
Thus, because TheRealEdMartin.com is exempt firom being a public conununication 
it cannot be deemed a coordinated communlcatioB. -TheRealEdMartin.com and ttie 
companion video because of their free Internet distribution reached audiences worldwide 
incliiding people ftom Australia, France and England, a range well beyond the 'Relevant 
electorate." We received emails domestically from individuals concerned about pedophile 
priests and their victims from as fiv away as California and Pennsylvania. 
TheRealEdMartin.com was covered by publications with luitioiisi and international 
audiences including The National Catholic Reporter and Daily Kos among others. 

Further, that ttie FEC treats unpaid Internet distribution as entirely different from any 
other fonn of communication is shown by both Title II, Chapter I Sec. 100.1 SS 
"UncoĤ fensaied internet activity by individuals that isgglan expendUure" and Titie 
II, Chapter 1, Sec. 100.94 "Uncompensated Internet' tteHvUv bv individuals that is not a 
contribution". (Emphasis added). 

fa) When an individual or a group of imUviduais. acting independently or in coordination 
with any candidate, authorised committee, or political party committee, enpt^s in 
Internet activities fbr the purpose of iniluencinf a Federal election neither of the 
following is an expenditure (or contribution) by that individual or groiqi of individuals: 
(1) The individual's uncon^nsatedpersonal services related to such Intemet activities: 
(2) The individual *s use of equipment or services for uncompensated. Intemet activUies. 
regardless of who owns Ihe equipment and services. 
(b) Internet activities. For the purpose of this section, the term "Intemet activities " 
invMfl bat is not limited to: Sending or forwarding electronic messages; providing a 
hyperlink or other direct access, to another person *s website; blogglng; ss^giag 
maintaining or hoslw^ a website: paving a nominalfee for the use of another person *s 
website; and anv other farm of commuidcaHan distributed over the Internet" 

Thus, as long as the specific Intemet activity is uncompensated, the FEC even 
permiU coordination. It is also clear by the wording in SEC 100.55 and SEC 100.94 
that it is the Internet activity that must be uneompensated. There Is no nrohibition 
mhut individuals engngiiig in nncompcnaatad Internet aetlvitv who were 
nrevioualv nald for other actlona unrelated to the Intemet acthritv. 

Because iiy definition there was no coordination, no expendilitre and no contribution 
fiom or on behalf of ttie Camahan Campaign, no discloaure was required on it's behalf 



Evidence to Prove tiiat No Pavments were Made bv tiie ramahan rpynoaiyn to Michael 
Corwm. Jeannine Dillon or Victor Aranpo for Anv Internet Activity. 

Among the many fiilse assertions made by Ed Martin in his complamt was ttutt two 
payments made by ttie Camihan Campaign to Veritas Research, LLC (Jeannme Dillon 
and her husband Victor Arango), both of which were properly reported by the Camahan 
Campaign somehow were paid to Dillon and Arango to create ttie website. However, as 
tiie attached mvoices show, both payments to Veritas pertained specifically to billable 
hour fieldwork and research done in St. Louis, MO mcluding travel expenses such as air 
fare, hotel and rental car. 

Jeannine DiUon submitted an email invoice to Angela Barranco of the Camahan 
Campaign on August 3,2010 in ttie amount of S4S00 labeled "Phase 1 (St. Louis, MO) 
fbr "general research, document research, pre-produdion research, and ail production-
related fieldwork. Fee includes all travel expenses." (See Invoice Marked Exhibit A). 
This work was performed in St. Louis, MO fiom August 12-1S"*. (See Air itinerary and 
Hotel Bills Marked Exhibit B). It should be noted that in his complamt Ed Martin refers 
to this as a payment made on August 2,2010. No where in this invoice is there any 
mention of Intemet Activity. 

Jeannine Dillon submitted a second email invoice to Angela Barranco of the Carailhan 
Ounpaign on September 22,2010 labeled "Phase II (Second Research Trip to SL Louis, 
MO). The itemized invoice broken down by work billed at an hourly rate, travel related 
expenses and other work, was described as "Services to inehide geiiieani research, 
document resesrch and review/telephone inteiviews and fieldwork. Fee includes all 
research services and all travel-related expenses fiir two-person team." (See Invoice 
Marked Exhibit C). This work was performed m St. Louis, MO on September 4-S, 2010. 
(See Airiine Itinerary Marked Exhibit D). No where in this invoiee is there any 
mention of Internet Activity. 

No ether payments were made to either Michael Corwin, Jeannine Dillon or 
Vietur Araugv. Thus It is quite dear that no payments were made by the Camahan 
Campaign for any Internet Activity. Thus, the Intemet activity was uncompensated. 

It should also be noted, sunce it is raised m Ed Martin's complauit, that Michael 
Corwm received a payment in April 2010 as a nstainer fbr resevch services. (See Invoice 
Marked Exhibit E). Corwin was paid as a subcontractor ttirough LKK Farmers. Upon 
information and belief, the Camahan Campaign disclosed, as required by law, all 
payments that it made to LKK Partners. Contrary to Ed Martin's false assertion, 
Michael Corwin was never an ̂ 'empleyee" of the Carnahaa Campaign. 

Termination of Work Relationship 

Because of the exceptionally difficult natureiof ttie subject matter of the investigation, 
pedophile priests and diild molestation, a rift developed between members of ttie 



Camahan Campaign and Michael Corwin and Jeannine Dillon. Campaign Manager 
Angela Barranco and Media Oinsultam Christopher Klose grew increasingly reluctant to 
use the information regaiding Martin's role on tiie Curia and ttie pedophile jiriest scandal. 
Then: opposition arose from a fear of alienating the *X̂ titolic Vote". This load to 
increasingly healed discussions in which Barranco became more adamant that this 
information could not be used. Corwui, a plaiatifT litigation case preparation investigator, 
who handles between five and ten cases of child afaose/molestation per year and Dillon, 
who is in graduate school to earmng a degree in child and fiunily counseling with a 
special emphasis on treatmg victuns of abuse/molestation grew equally as adamant that 
the information needed to be brought forward because Ed Martin's choosing to lemain 
silent in ttie face of molestation is a grave matter of public interest. In many states filling 
to report knowledge of molestation can be grounds for civil and/or criminal prosecution. 

On September 18» 2010, Michael Corwm, upon learmng that Pope Etenedict XVI, on 
September 16,2010, gave ttie strongest condramation yet of the Cattiolic Church's 
fitilure to remove pedophile priests, sent an email to Barranco believmg he finally had 
strong enough infbrmation to break the impasse with Barranco over using the materials. 
However, on September 19"*, Barranco responded back, ̂ although this is a good step, the 
insular people of St Louis wUl see this as an attack on the church,. no matter what 
happens at the papal level." (See Email Marked Exhibit F). 

At no point tttrouehout ttiis period of time were tiiere anv discussions with BarraHCo 
about pulling UP a website to release information about Martin's role nor was anv video 
approved bv Barranco or tiie Campaign. 

Realizing thai there was no way that Barranco wotdd approve using the infiirmation, a 
decision was made to wait until Dillon could invoice and receive payment for the prior 
fieldwork done September 4-S, 2010 fixim Barranco and after receipt of paymem to break 
away fiom the campaign. 

On October 4,2010 Corwin sent an email to Barranco entitied 'Termination of Work 
Relationship". (See Email Marked Exhibit 0). Corwm and Dillon termmated the work 
relationship with the Carnahan C!ampaign citing the refusal to move forward following 
the.Pope's statement. It ̂ ould be noted that Onwm discussed witti two sqiarate 
attorneys familiar with federal campaign law befine deciding to end the relationship. 

On October 6,2010, Barranco responded with an email, **From this point forward, 
Camahan in Congress has nothing to eh with this matter, and we wish to have nofiilure 
involvement in it. We also understand that we have no further debts to you, as per your 
final Invoice." (See Email Marked Exhibit H). No fiMher pigments were made by the 
Carnahan Campaign to either Corwin or Dillon. 

Ĵ -TiflT infomiHrion is not bv defatirion a piibiin political broadcast, and does not 
fall under coordination, tiiere is also no 120 dav fuewail requirement asenonequslv 
represented bv Ed Martm. 



- At that time. Corwin and Dillon decided to proceed on their own. at their own expense 
with TheRealHdManin.coro website snd video. Corwin purchased the Domain name 
TheRealEdManin.com from GoDsddy for approximateily $12.00 including tax and 
purchased for a full year web hosting by Fat Com for S44 for the year (S3.67/mondi). 
Those were the only expenses for the website. 

DiUon asked her husband, Victor Arango, who up until this time had no role in any of 
the investigation, to design and create the website. Arango did so at no cost, donating his 
time and services to create the website, while Corwin prepared the written content of the 
website and Dillon prepared the video. Corwin and Dillon also were not compensated by 
anyone for their role in any of the Internet activity. At no time was the website, it's 
content or video ever presented to anyone from the Camahan Csmpaiyn. nor vyas it ever 
authorized or endorsed in anvway by die Camahan Campaiijm. 

Because of the considerable public interest at issue involving the molesting of children, 
Corwin and Dillon decided to distribute the video under their own names with the 
following disclosure: 

"Thiswehvie complies wilh l-IiCRegulations, Sec. 100.26, 100.155 and 100.94. 
This website, and all its conienUt, including the investigation, the video report and the 
written report are dislrihuted jree to Ihe public via ihe Internet. The information 
distribiUed herein has not been paidfor, endoi'sed, or appruwd by any political party, 
interest group, candidate, or campaign. AH background evidence/source material 
incluiled on the website and used in Hie reports was and is avaiiabbi to tlie pulftio at no 
cost. Midiael Cont'in and Jeannine Dilkm are solely respOnsihlefor tiie content of this 
website. 

Verification Under Penalty of Periurv 

iry. that the foregoing Response to Complaint is tnie 
ly of November. 2010 in Albuquerque, New Mexico. 

Michael Cerwin 
11024 Montgomery Blvd. NE 1̂28 
Albuquerque, NM 87111 

I, declare under penalty ofperjuiy, that the forgoing Response to Complaint is true 
and correct: Executed thiyy- day of November, 2010 in Denver. Colorado. 

me Dillon 

Denver, Colorado 80220 

\h ' 
Victor Arango 

Denver, Colorado 80220 


